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MEANING OF ERADICATING UNTQUCHABIOTY
I observe that questions are still asked about issues which I
thought had been made sufficiently plain. According to the Con-
gress resolution and my personal opinion as well, removal of un-
touchability can have only one meaning. That is that we, Hindus,
must rid ourselves of the sin of untouchability. The four vamas*
do not regard one another's touch as defiling or sinful. We should
treat Antyajas in the same way. It has been repeatedly stressed
that the resolution has no other implication. As there is no inter-
dining or intermarriage among other communities, so also we arc
not required by the Resolution to have such relations with Antya-
jas. There can be no compulsion in these matters. But the conduct
of the person who objects to physical contact as such with another
person or looks upon someone as untouchable merely because he is
born in a certain community, violates Nature's law, is repug-
nant to the spirit of compassion and to shastra in the true sense of
the word. To mix up the efforts being made to end this sinful
practice with inter-dining and intermarriage is to obstruct the
progress of the atonement which it is essential for us to go through.
The evil of untouchability has struck such deep roots among us that
we do not recognize it as eviL One would actually think that
it was being carefully preserved as an ornament to the Hindu
community. When well-wishers of the community find it diffi-
cult to end this evil, practical men would not introduce further
difficulties and obstruct the progress of the reform.
Inter-dining and intermarriage are issues relating to reform
of the caste system. Those who believe that caste should be abo-
lished are working to bring about these reforms. But it should fee
clearly realized that their efforts are entirely distinct from, and bmvc
nothing whatever to do with, the oradicalion of isBtoucfcaHHfy.
Those who wish to abolish caste also help in eradicating untoucha-
bility, aad that is <*nly rigjat. If they understand, bowrver, that
the reforms of inter-dining and iBtcrmarriage are distinct from
efforts to abaMah uniouciLability, they will be fcbfe to judge d**sbr
relative importance oaa njerit*
What, then, is meaat by the eradication of untxmchabaHty ?
I thought this was already cfear. It means that Ae so-called un-
touchables should be as free as members of other tffa^miMm to
move about as they please, should be alfowed to jdto schools
and enter temples which are open to others and to draw water
from the wells from which the rest draw it.
1 Traditional divisions of Hindu society according to
XKIH-30